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WHAT IS THE SELF PORTRAIT? 
• Series of surveys to capture the mood of South
Carolinians in terms of factors affecting their day to
day lives and their future 
• Random phone survey of 825+ citizens 18 and older
conducted biannually
• One time capture and over time 
• Jim Self Center on the Future and the Survey




         
     
   
      
      
        
      
 
WHY THE SELF PORTRAIT? 
• To expand on how we are how we are
personally affected by surrounding change
• To understand varying perspectives 
• To understand concerns, where needs are
going unmet, where resources should be
targeted 
• To shed light on how timing and external
factors affect the citizen’s sense of well-being 
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QUALITY OF LIFE 

























RIGHT OR WRONG TRACK? 

















Right Wrong Don't Know 
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BETTER OR WORSE? 
---














WHAT ABOUT YOU? 








21% et er  
Worse 















MOST IMPORTANT ISSUE FACING SC? 
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THE GLOBAL ECONOMY 

















Agree Disagree Don’t Know
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Di i fi d
---
EDUCATION QUALITY 
Overall, how satisfied are you with the quality of education

















          







Do you think spending on education should be decreased, kept












































































             









Would you favor or oppose an increase in the state cigarette tax of













            
   
  






How important is it for local governments in SC to address illegal


















BERKELEY – CHARLESTON – 
DORCHESTER 





























UPSTATE SOUTH CAROLINA 

































































Upstate South Carolina 




























Upstate South Carolina 




























Upstate South Carolina 




























Upstate South Carolina 




























Upstate South Carolina 




























Upstate South Carolina 






























Upstate South Carolina 
Predicted Urban Growth 
Greenville 
County 























             







Would you prefer a higher rate of growth, a lower rate of growth,
















































































































          












































PAYING FOR INFRASTRUCTURE 
Increasing population will require more infrastructure such as roads, schools,
and water. How do you think this infrastructure should be paid for? 
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Which of the following statements comes closest to expressing


















            

































             













Should funding for transportation be reduced, kept about the same as it is





















                




STATE GAS TAX 
Would you oppose an increase in the state gas tax of 5 cents per gallon if



















Does water quality and quantity affect economic growth? 
A Great
Deal 











































        
   
 
       
  
 
• I l d i
OBSERVATIONS 
• Sense of satisfaction out of kilter with state 
rankings 
• Variability among demographic sectors 
 nterrelated issues 
• Comparison over time and to media events 




       
     
     
        
    
 
oppor un y o s en ana yze an respon
OBSERVATIONS, CONT. 
• Once results become public, they may become 
contagious 
• Positive and negative responses offer 
t it t li t l d dt it  t  li t , l , d d 
• Status quo works if systems are in place 





THE S.C. – U.S. INCOME GAP 
WITH SOME MIGRATION TRENDS 
4/7/2008 43 
STI/JSCF 




















   
 
- -
     
  
     
 
SC INCOME AS A SHARE OF US INCOME 
1990 & 2000, BY INCOME PERCENTILE 
Income 
Percentile 
South Carolina United States SC % of US 
1989 1999 1989 1999 1989 1999 
10th $7,264 $8,439 $8,694 $10,365 83.5% 81.4% 
90th $88,828 $94,406 $99,642 $114,841 89.1% 82.2% 
50th $35,512 $37,511 $40,523 $42,728 87.6% 87.8% 
Source: US Census, Census Scope 2004 
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SC INCOME BY INCOME GROUP 




















   
 
  





MEDIAN ANNUAL EARNINGS BY DEGREE 
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HOUSEHOLD INCOME DISTRIBUTION 
































SC PER CAPITA PERSONAL INCOME 2000 




    
 
25 TO 64 YEAR-OLDS WITH AT LEAST A 
B.S./B.A. DEGREE (% OF POP) 
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The two strongest contributors were the
education related variables.
• The closer ratio of South Carolina per capita income to
U.S. per capita income was significantly explained by the
percent of county population over 25 with at least a BS
degree (probability .002). 
• The wider the ratio of South Carolina per capita income
to U.S. per capita income was significantly explained by the
percent of county population over 25 without a high school
diploma (probability .006). 
These two variables explained almost 79% of the
difference between the ratio of South Carolina per
capita income to U.S. per capita income. 
STI/JSCF 
4/7/2008 51 





















































































































































































COLLEGE-GOING RATES – HS TO COLLEGE 






























































































SIX YEAR GRADUATION RATES 







































































































4/7/2008 Source: The National Center for Public Policy and Higher Education 55 
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NET MIGRATION OF RESIDENTS 





















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































NEW ECONOMY INDEX 


































































































































































        
               
            
 
   
 
   













































Low Production, Exporter of Capital High Production, Exporter of Capital 
0 
STATES’ A BILITY TO PRODUCE GRADUATES 
VS. ABILITY TO KEEP AND ATTRACT GRADUATES 
3 
Low Production, Importer of Capital High Production, Importer of Capital 
CA 
State New Economy Index Scores (2002) 
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Student Pipeline (Of 100 9th Graders the Number Graduating from High School on time, Going Directly to College,4/7/2008 59 
Returning Their Second Year, and Completing College within 150 Percent of Degree Time) 
7.5 15 22.5 30 
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STRATEGY FOR COMPETITIVE IMPROVEMENT: 
ATTRACT HUMAN CAPITAL 
• Centers for Higher Ed as magnets for
enhancing residential educational achievement
• Each out of state student who remains in SC
transfers at least $125,000 net investment 
• Tax credit to encourage out of state students
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